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Our city in flames reduced to ash
Rebuilt once more in the image of capital

They transcend time as an idea
An eventual commodity

A tourist attraction
A sports team

An affect of capital
One which binds

And produces banality

Its fury un-reified
Done / undone

We will see its détournement
An idea animated

Flames returning to consciousness
Pervading our ideas

Ideas pervading reality

No Mrs. O’Leary
Only sunny cocktails

We already burn 
Intensely Infectious

Passion, rage, hate, and beauty
Aflame

Let go what restrains
And find these things
A reality to inhabit

To love and laugh and sing

In a synthesis of flames



Flames

Detourned

Who is Mathias Degan?

I n 1889, three years after the Haymarket affair, Johannes Gelert; 
using private funds raised by the Union League of Chicago; sculpted a 

nine-foot bronze monument of Chicago policemen Mathias Degan, 
which was erected in the middle of Haymarket Square. The statue had 

an unveiling on May 30, 1889, by Frank Degan the son of Officer 
Mathias Degan. On the 41st anniversary of the Haymarket affair, May 
4, 1927, a street car jumped its tracks and crashed into the monument. 

When the driver was asked what had happened he replied " I  was 
sick of seeing that policeman with his arm raised" . In 1928 

the city restored the statue and decided to move it to union park. When 
the 50s came and the Kennedy expressway was built, close to half of 

the old market was destroyed for it. The city choose to build a 
platform close to it's original location, then moved the statue there to 

overlook the highway.

Over sixty years have passed since the statue was destroyed and 
rebuilt, a story thought to have been closed. When on May 4, 1968, the 
82nd anniversary of the Haymarket affair the statue was painted black 

following a clash between the police and Viet Nam war protestors. 
That became the cock of a gun loaded far too long. Shortly before the 
"Days of Rage" on October 6, 1969, a bomb was placed between 

the legs of M athias Degan. Nearly 100 windows in the 
neighborhood were broken as pieces of the statue scattered across the 
expressway below. None other but the Weatherman took credit for the 

bomb. The city had the statue rebuilt and unveiled on May 4, 1970, 
only to have it blown up again by the Weathermen 1 year later on 
October 6, 1970. Again the city rebuilt it this time posting a 24 hour 
police guard at the statue. In 1972 it was moved to the Central Police 

Headquarters lobby, and in 1976 to the enclosed courtyard of the 
Chicago police academy. For 30 years the statues empty pedestal 

stood atop its platform in what was once Haymarket square, a 
landmark to anarchist across the world. A story about finishing battles 
lost in our past. On June 1, 2007 our wounds open again as the statue 
was rededicated at Chicago Police Headquarters with a new pedestal, 

unveiled by the great granddaughter of Officer Mathias Degan. 
Although we bleed from only a scrape of what once was a gash, it still 
stands as a monument of police repression, and holds the ghost of our 

past in this world. It stands to this day...





The Invisible Committee recognizes that any attempt to engage 
with the social order on its own terms means quick destruction 
for the insurgents. Communiqués, calls, labeling an act as some 
“front” or another – all these things narrow down the suspect 
list for our enemies, and our attempts at communication and 
messaging are turned against us.

This points to a tension within forms of clandestine action. The 
nature of the action demands degrees of silence on the part of 
the participants, yet the ability of the form to spread is 
dependent upon the degree of attention and mediated coverage 
the act receives. The value of insurrectionary acts lie in the 
nature of the relationships formed and transformed, not the 
particular acts themselves. But it is the particulars and not the 
relationships that are the focus of attention in the aftermath of 
such an act.

The emphasis on visibility as a pathway toward insurrection is 
a recipe for spectacular actions escalating in militancy without 
gathering the social strength to defend themselves. We seek 
ourselves in blogs, newspapers and crime blotters, in search of 
ever-increasing publicity in the eyes of “the masses” or the 
“public.” We do not realize the ones paying us closest attention 
wear uniforms and have no intention of having their 
consciousness raised or whatever.

The desire to be visible may distort the reality of irrelevance 
and lead to dangerous and foolhardy measures taken by a 
minority with delusions of grandeur. “Escalation” is a term that 
is thrown around to characterize our desire for increased 
conflict and intensity, but our escalation does not happen in a 
vacuum without attracting the notice of our enemies.

I don't mean to speak ill of actions like those in Olympia, only 
to caution against the mindset this communiqué seems to 
encourage with lines like, “Everything is cumulative, and one 
expression of anger fuels the next one.” The idea that actions 
fuel one another should not be interpreted as meaning that 
actions that follow one another must be more extreme, wild or 
spectacular. The fuel we need is social, not military or political, 
and actions should be used as a precious resource for learning 
and experience so that we may continue to burn this world.

Anger is fuel, but it burns hot and dies fast. 
Be safe.

Reigniting Dekoven!
Reinspiring Haymarket!

Refining Social War!
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"Who will revive the violent 
whirlpools of flame if not us and 

those that we consider 
brothers? Come! New friends: 
this will please you. We will 

never work, oh tides of flame! 
This world will explode. It's the 

true path. Forward, on the 
march."

--A. Rimbaud

We're Keeping Score!
Get your crew and wreck what wrecks you.

Anti- Rascist Slash Tires of known Nazi's Fucks

We saw you drive in to that pathetic Nazi rally, so we made 
sure you were walking home.  Fuck Nazi Scum!

Virgin Mary image defaced again

An image of what believers see as the Virgin Mary has been 
defaced again, this time with demonic graffiti that has lingered 
for more than two weeks.

Faggot anarchists fuck up pig cruiser

Early Sunday morning, Chicago police broke up 
Glamourqueer, a massive Bash Back fundraising dance party. 
 As crowds poured into the street, the gas tank of one of the six 
police cruisers was punctured, rendering it inoperable. 

River Forest cop cars vandalized and set ablaze

An arson investigation is underway following a vandalism 
spree that damaged four River Forest government cars early 
Friday, including the burning of a squad car and a community 
service officer’s car.

Police Chief Frank Limon said besides the two police vehicles, 
two of the village’s Public Works Department vehicles had 
windows smashed out. All four were parked just west of 
Village Hall. One of the squad cars was extensively damaged, 
the other is being repaired, Limon said. “We know it wasn’t 
accidental,” said Limon.

“We’re looking at everything and anything.”
 

“All of the ingredients are here. We have each other, we have 
our friends and the friends of friends. But we are usually 
consumed with our lives and the things which fulfill us. We 
know that insurrection would fulfill us, but that, of course, is 
something which will never happen here. Mobilizing those 
around us for a common purpose seems to be impossible. And 
when we actually get 25 or 39 or 76 people on the street, we are 
flooded with a cacophony of criticism for everything we should 
have done and did not do. Sometimes this criticism comes from 
friends. And when we ask why they were not there, they reply, 
‘I did not want to be disappointed.’ With these friends, we 
continue to go to parties and shows.”

The authors express frustration with their inability to mobilize 
their community and friends toward insurrectionary projects. 
They are powerless, and they feel invisible, and so they conflate 
the two and attempt to solve one by solving the other.

It's interesting that although there are numerous references to 
the Coming Insurrection, authored by "The Invisible 
Committee," the conclusion of the reportback suggests 
invisibility as a drawback:

“But our invisibility, so far, has made us irrelevant. In the 
United States, our invisibility is no different than other 
invisibilities: invisible murders, invisible poverty, invisible 
misery. We do not grow stronger with our invisibility. We rot 
with it. And no one outside our circles knows that we exist.”

The Invisible Committee take an opposite stance, seeking 
power in invisibility:

“Visibility must be avoided. But a force that gathers in the 
shadows can’t escape it forever. Our appearance as a force has 
to be held back until the opportune moment. Because the later 
we become visible, the stronger we’ll be. And once we’ve 
entered the realm of visibility, our days are numbered; either 
we’ll be in a position to pulverize its reign quickly, or it will
crush us without delay.”

So, which is it? The Olympia authors equate invisibility with 
isolation -- for them, the invisibility of the U.S. anarchist scene 
is not a force gathering in shadows but an irrelevant subculture. 
Visibility is relevance, and relevance is reality: "We need to 
convince our friends that we are real and that our desires and 
rage our real." For them, the degree to which one is "real" is the 
degree of visibility one has – this speaks to the political instinct, 
the desire to participate in the dominant discourse, to spread a 
message or seek converts.



W hatever singularity, 
which wants to 

appropriate belonging 
itself, its own being-in-

language, and thus 
rejects all identity and 

every condition of 
belonging, is the 

principle enemy of the 
State. W herever these 

singularities peacefully 
demonstrate their 

being in common there 
will be T iananmen, 

and, sooner or later, the 
tanks will appear ---

A gamben

d

Anarchist insurrectionalists in the U.S. have been keeping 
themselves busy in 2009. The year began fiery, with numerous 
solidarity attacks taking place in the wake of the Oscar Grant 
protests and riots. Browsing any of the blogs devoted to 
cheerleading insurrection, we read of military recruiting centers 
hit in March, churches struck following the Prop8 decision, 
luxury targeted on May Day, and expressions of solidarity with 
arrestees taking the form of shattered glass and broken ATMs.

In January in Olympia, an audacious bunch attacked a police 
station with torches and rocks, trashing at least one police car. A 
fairly creative reportback offers some motivations behind the 
attack and a look into ostensibly the northwest anarchist scene, 
although the issues raised seem as though they would resonate 
beyond:

This past week has left us feeling inspired. The bus stops ads, 
corporations supporting the bid, flags everywhere, buses 
themselves, the Olympic spirit has gripped the city. Never have 
we felt such a sense of pride in our greater community. We owe 
it all to these fine people, who have been kind enough to grace 
us with their presence for the week. Word got out about the 
soiree they were having last night, and we felt the need to do 
something to show them how the city feels, much more than 
dinner and drinks ever could. We couldn't hide our passionate 
pride for one more day.

April Fools you fucking idiots!

Last night we paint bombed two billboard monstrosities 
overlooking the Kennedy expressway. They were Olympic 
advertisements, just like the ones you see every time you turn 
your head. Except bigger. We kindly suggest fellow citizens to 
find friends, some eggs, or paint and bombard the 
advertisements that are trying to sell gentrification, police 
oppression, profits for the rich, and annoying tourists.

We Won't Pay!

Fuck the corporate circus, Sabotage the Olympic bid.

AAnnaarrcchhiisstt  OOllyymmppiiccss  bbeeggiinn::  LLooccaall  AArrttiisstt  CCoolllleeccttiivvee  
WWeellccoommeess  tthhee  IIOOCC



AAnnttii  GGeennttrriiffiiccaattiioonn  BBaannnneerr  DDrrooppppeedd  IInn  PPiillsseenn

Banner dropped in pilsen was made from the banner of a 
gentrifying business opening soon. "Those who gentrify have 
names and addresses"

FYI
New sport-utility vehicles arriving in Chicago police districts 
have officers concerned after discovering gaps in the cage 
between the back and front seats.

The gaps have been covered with a heavy-duty plastic and 
secured with Velcro, police sources said. But some officers are 
concerned a detainee could still break through. The gaps have 
been covered with a heavy-duty plastic and secured with 
Velcro, police sources said. But some officers are concerned a 
detainee could still break through.

Greg Bella, a Fraternal Order of Police official, said he worries a 
detainee "could push the plastic, reach around and choke the 
guy in front."

We hear at B.U.M. are just saying.

Chicago Insurgent Network's First Strike at the City Of 
Chicago and the IOC

There has been a recent spark of sabotage among Chicago's 
residents in regards to the coming Olympic bid, the economy, 
and gentrification in general. An Olympics 2016 "Imagine" 
billboard was altered near the intersection of Diversey and 
Elston Aves last night. The buildboard now reads a truer 
sentiment: "Imagine (A) Social War". To give them a taste of 
what we meant, 30 parking meters and 2 ATMs were disabled; 
later in the night, the locks were glued shut on a Chipotle and a 
T-Mobile store.

A reliance upon formal groups and their devices reveal a lack of affinity within 
one’s own relationships. The persistence of this form is a product of the 
negative feedback loop of activists, tension and hypocrisy perpetuated. They 
claim on the one hand allegiance to “radicalism” and “anarchism” and on the 
other allow for their own fragmentation as they run from issue to issue, 
exhausting themselves as well as those they attempt to help. A queer relates to 
immigrant struggles by kicking the shit out of a racist, or a cop, it makes no 
difference (it is a disruption of flows and even better disrupting their 

structuralization). we seek the generalizaion 
of forms- they seek the generalization of 
exhaustion, a world in which subject and 
object remain divided.

We propose not putting oneself in this 
compromising position in the first place. 
Attack, insurrection, they are not the result of 
formal consensus. Neither would the noblest 
undertakings of celebrated anarchists have 
achieved consensus among their 
contemporaries. What is possible remains 
constrained

between the tension of reality and what is considered realistic. Differences may 
exist between how the exploited multitude experiences this tension and how 
the active minority experiences it Formal consensus is the anarcho-activist’s 
means to the means of waiting.  “I didn’t consent to the formation of this bloc.” 
“People were not prepared for the position you put them in when you smashed 
that window.” Meanwhile, some of us are not prepared to allow the tyranny of 
normalcy to continue for one more fucking minute. 

It is time for wider segments of the anarchist milieu to consider the 
organization of attack. The lack of transferability of the Food Not Bombs 
(which is not to say it is useless) model to an attack based organization 
(including the limitations of this form), and the fact this goes unnoticed, leads 
one to wonder whether these people even wish to see the end of hierarchical, 
oppressive institutions in the first place.

We destroy the remnants of activism within anarchism not by removing the 
activists in others and ourselves, but by destroying the conditions that give rise 
to and sustain the activist. Leave the activist to wither and die as we mock it, 
like the Greenpeace campaigner and their petition, or the Trotskyist and their 
newspaper. Let our points of departure, as doors into the new world slam in 
their face; they have no place here. 

Formal consensus as currently practiced is an attempt at reconciliation beyond 
free association. We need only consider our shared affinities, what is desired in 
common, and work from this position. What limits our power is to be opposed 
along with what our power is constructed in opposition too. Consensus may 
prefigure the future organization of another world, but it also interferes with 
the annihilation of this one. No mercy for that which tames the social war.

" W e destroy the 
remnants of 

activism within 
anarchism not by 

removing the 
activists in others 

and ourselves, but 
by destroying the 

conditions that give 
r ise to and sustain 

the activist"



Anarchy
Beyond

Consensus
Anarchy is a doorway to another world. There are no laws. There is no formal 
group. There might not even be anarchism.

The would-be bureaucrats posing as anarchists give little consideration to the 
relationships they reproduce in their so called “prefigurative enclaves”. The 
discussion on the impossibility of finger printing a brick never makes it onto 
the agenda. It never takes primacy over ‘emergency organizing’ for next 
week’s rally, the scheduled mediation between us and the liberals we pissed off 
last week, or the drive for new members, increased quantity posited as 
increased capacity.

" T hese anarcho-activists, despite other claims come with a set of 
teeth- teeth not equipped to r ip holes in authoritarian society, but 
to undermine the construction of a material insurrectionary 
force."

From this point forward, all activism is counter-revolutionary. These anarcho-
activists, despite other claims come with a set of teeth- teeth not equipped to rip 
holes in authoritarian society, but to undermine the construction of a material 
insurrectionary force. Formal consensus is among their greatest weapons.

Form (meetings, discussions, workshops, conferences) sparate from daily life 
finds unity in the spectacle. It generates worthess docility, insular moments, 
and the regurgitation of passivity. an anarchist consulta loses all momentum 
when the title of a call to action can not reach consensus. Funk The war seeks 
the management, containment of revolt through formal consensus

Formal consensus can be a means to the preservation of state power; as it 
oversteps its’ bounds, even more so. As it enumerates a route and tactic for a 
march, it destroys spontaneity and creativity. It is a banner drop with a pre-
approved, sanitized message. When it is not draining the energy, life, and 
vitality out of well attuned social forms, it is potentially explosive activity 
reduced to its most pacified form. I t is the parting shot of liberal co-optation, 
analogous to a movie villain’s last desperate attempt at murder.

The infamous CPD have scared us into hiding for too long. 
Spring is here, a season of renewal, and the time to act is now. 
The city continues to demean us with their Olympic advertising 
and corporate pride, giving free 2016 shirts to the same 
members of our communities who'll be displaced if we recieve 
the bid; all the while using symantics like Obama's: "hope", 
"change", "imagine". The state won't wait to destroy our 
communities, so we can't wait to fight back.

The words echoed on the billboard, foretelling of SOCIAL 
WAR, are just the beginning. We will continue to strike, in the 
dead of night, when you least expect it. Though, there is one 
thing you can expect: an all out riot on the streets of Chicago in 
2016, and continuous, more and more rapid struggles and 
direct action from us here in these communities, already 
ravaged so much with poverty, stricken with fear, and with 
(almost) nothing left to lose.

Anarchist Attacks Around Chicago
Why do we fight? Why do we even attempt to fight the totality 
of domination and exploitation? If what we seek is a world in 
which we are free to truly express our desires, then we must 
create it by destroying all relations based on power and 
commerce. These three targets were chosen for that reason.

Last night, April 22nd, an Olympic ad was defaced and altered 
in East Pilsen. This target was chosen simply because we refuse 
to allow the city and its corporate pals to celebrate the 
intensification of capitalism and the displacement of people.The 
three sided ad originally had glorified pictures of athletes and 
the word "Imagine". The largest side now reads "NEVER" and 
has a nice big circle A as well. The right side now reads 
"Imagine RIOTS".

The next target was a building owned by capitalist land lord 
Podmajersky. Podmajersky is a major force in the gentrification 
of Pilsen. Once you look, you can see his high rise condos and 
buildings that plague the area all around. Two windows were 
smashed on a building owned by Podmajersky near his 
headquarters on Halsted. A third window was smashed with a 
parking meter that bore a message. The message reads "Dear 
Racist Capitalist Scum, You and your tenants are displacing us. 
This is our response and it is only the beginning." And we left a 
winking smiley face at the bottom just for you, Podmajersky!

But do we really need a campaign to attack all these oppressive 
institutions? Do we need any other reason then to destroy all 
relations based on domination and capital? To highlight this 
point, a large window was smashed and another window was 
damaged on a Standard Bank near the Sheridan red line. We 



did this for no other reason than to attack an institution that 
perpetuates our misery and feeds off our exploitation. Do we 
want the system to change or do we want its total abolition? 
Even if the city doesn't get its corporate circus and even if all 
the capitalist scum like Podmajersky stop gentrifying our 
neighborhood, we will continue to attack. Insurrection ends 
when domination does.

One upping the Anarchist ATM smashers.

Chicago police are searching for a driver who slammed a 
pickup truck into a South Side convenience store and stole an 
automated teller machine inside. Officials say the truck 
smashed into the store's door and front window early Tuesday. 
Store owner Chan Park said he doesn't know how much money 
was inside the ATM that was taken. The store, a Lucky Mart at 
2900 W. 87th St., was closed and no one was hurt. Police say 
they were notified of the theft when the burglar alarm went off 
and a witness called. They say the witness followed the truck 
after it left. Authorities are also examining footage of the theft 
filmed by surveillance cameras.

Move over whippersnatchers this is how we used 
to do it.

A 61-year-old Near North Side man has been charged for 
allegedly breaking the window of a Magnificent Mile business 
and throwing a table through a Gold Coast restaurant window 
Tuesday night. Robert Grilly, 61, of the 400 block of East Ohio 
Street, was charged with two counts of misdemeanor criminal 
damage to property, police News Affairs Officer Laura Kubiak 
said. Police responded at 11:30 p.m. to a report of a man who 
broke the window at the Apple Store at 679 N. Michigan Ave., 
according to Kubiak. After that Grilly also allegedly threw a 
table through a window at Rosebud restaurant at 720 N. Rush 
St., Kubiak said.

f

mentally able punters must be lured in the organisation with some strategy of populism before the politics 
are sprung on them by surprise. This dishonest method of dealing with those outside of the group is 
similar to a religious cult - they will never tell you upfront what they are about. 

We can see here some similarities with activism, in the way that the activist milieu acts like a leftist sect. 
Activism as a whole has some of the characteristics of a "gang". Activist gangs can often end up being 
cross-class alliances, including all sorts of liberal reformists because they too are 'activists'. People think 
of themselves primarily as activists and their primary loyalty becomes to the community of activists and 
not to the struggle as such. The "gang" is illusory community, distracting us from creating a wider 
community of resistance. The essence of Camatte's critique is an attack on the creation of an 
interior/exterior division between the group and the class. We come to think of ourselves as being activists 
and therefore as being separate from and having different interests from the mass of working class people.

Our activity should be the immediate expression of a real struggle, not the affirmation of the separateness 
and distinctness of a particular group. In Marxist groups the possession of 'theory' is the all-important 
thing determining power - it's different in the activist milieu, but not that different - the possession of the 
relevant 'social capital' - knowledge, experience, contacts, equipment etc. is the primary thing determining 
power. 

Activism reproduces the structure of this society in its operations: "When the rebel begins to believe that 
he is fighting for a higher good, the authoritarian principle gets a fillip."[15] This is no trivial matter, but 
is at the basis of capitalist social relations. Capital is a social relation between people mediated by things - 
the basic principle of alienation is that we live our lives in the service of some *thing *that we ourselves 
have created. If we reproduce this structure in the name of politics that declares itself anti-capitalist, we 
have lost before we have begun. You cannot fight alienation by alienated means.

A Modest Proposal 

This is a modest proposal that we should develop ways of operating that are adequate to our radical ideas. 
This task will not be easy and the writer of this short piece has no clearer insight into how we should go 
about this than anyone else. I am not arguing that June 18th should have been abandoned or attacked, 
indeed it was a valiant attempt to get beyond our limitations and to create something better than what we 
have at present. However, in its attempts to break with antique and formulaic ways of doing things it has 
made clear the ties that still bind us to the past. The criticisms of activism that I have expressed above do 
not all apply to June 18th. However there is a certain paradigm of activism which at its worst includes all 
that I have outlined above and June 18th shared in this paradigm to a certain extent. To exactly what 
extent is for you to decide.

Activism is a form partly forced upon us by weakness. Like the joint action taken by Reclaim the Streets 
and the Liverpool dockers - we find ourselves in times in which radical politics is often the product of 
mutual weakness and isolation. If this is the case, it may not even be within our power to break out of the 
role of activists. It may be that in times of a downturn in struggle, those who continue to work for social 
revolution become marginalised and come to be seen (and to see themselves) as a special separate group 
of people. It may be that this is only capable of being corrected by a general upsurge in struggle when we 
won't be weirdos and freaks any more but will seem simply to be stating what is on everybody's minds. 
However, to work to escalate the struggle it will be necessary to break with the role of activists to 
whatever extent is possible - to constantly try to push at the boundaries of our limitations and constraints.

Historically, those movements that have come the closest to de-stabilising or removing or going beyond 
capitalism have not at all taken the form of activism. Activism is essentially a political form and a method 
of operating suited to liberal reformism that is being pushed beyond its own limits and used for 
revolutionary purposes. The activist role in itself must be problematic for those who desire social 
revolution..



fetishised, but more out of an aversion to any theory whatsoever. 

Although it is present, that element of the activist role which relies on self-sacrifice and duty was not so 
significant in June 18th. What is more of an issue for us is the feeling of separateness from 'ordinary 
people' that activism implies. People identify with some weird sub-culture or clique as being 'us' as 
opposed to the 'them' of everyone else in the world.

Isolation

The activist role is a self-imposed isolation from all the people we should be connecting to. Taking on the 
role of an activist separates you from the rest of the human race as someone special and different. People 
tend to think of their own first person plural (who are you referring to when you say 'we'?) as referring to 
some community of activists, rather than a class. For example, for some time now in the activist milieu it 
has been popular to argue for 'no more single issues' and for the importance of 'making links'. However, 
many people's conception of what this involved was to 'make links' with *other activists* and other 
campaign groups. June 18th demonstrated this quite well, the whole idea being to get all the 
representatives of all the various different causes or issues in one place at one time, voluntarily relegating 
ourselves to the ghetto of good causes.

Similarly, the various networking forums that have recently sprung up around the country - the Rebel 
Alliance in Brighton, NASA in Nottingham, Riotous Assembly in Manchester, the London Underground 
etc. have a similar goal - to get all the activist groups in the area talking to each other. I'm not knocking 
this - it is an essential pre-requisite for any further action, but it should be recognised for the extremely 
limited form of 'making links' that it is. It is also interesting in that what the groups attending these 
meetings have in common is that they are activist groups - what they are actually concerned with seems to 
be a secondary consideration.

It is not enough merely to seek to link together all the activists in the world, neither is it enough to seek to 
transform more people into activists. Contrary to what some people may think, we will not be any closer 
to a revolution if lots and lots of people become activists. Some people seem to have the strange idea that 
what is needed is for everyone to be somehow persuaded into becoming activists like us and then we'll 
have a revolution. Vaneigem says: "Revolution is made everyday despite, and in opposition to, the 
specialists of revolution." 

The militant or activist is a specialist in social change or revolution. The specialist recruits others to her 
own tiny area of specialism in order to increase her own power and thus dispel the realisation of her own 
powerlessness. "The specialist... enrols himself in order to enrol others."[13] Like a pyramid selling 
scheme, the hierarchy is self-replicating - you are recruited and in order not to be at the bottom of the 
pyramid, you have to recruit more people to be under you, who then do exactly the same. The 
reproduction of the alienated society of roles is accomplished through specialists.

Jacques Camatte in his essay 'On Organization'[14] makes the astute point that political groupings often 
end up as "gangs" defining themselves by exclusion - the group member's first loyalty becomes to the 
group rather than to the struggle. His critique applies especially to the myriad of Left sects and 
groupuscules at which it was directed but it applies also to a lesser extent to the activist mentality. 

The political group or party substitutes itself for the proletariat and its own survival and reproduction 
become paramount - revolutionary activity becomes synonymous with 'building the party' and recruiting 
members. The group takes itself to have a unique grasp on truth and everyone outside the group is treated 
like an idiot in need of education by this vanguard. 

Instead of an equal debate between comrades we get instead the separation of theory and propaganda, 
where the group has its own theory, which is almost kept secret in the belief that the inherently less 
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Authoritarian society is the summation of its 
social relationships, a multiplicity. A reliance on 
false dichotomies obscures the totality, as a false 
eye on a fish mitigates a predator’s overwhelming 
advantage. The we of a condition/ direction 
(becoming shark) must focus on the totality of death. Theory 
better locates our blows, thus we begin from an understanding 
of systemic dipolarity.

The left and right form the content peculiarities of authoritarian 
society as well as the universal centrality, though neither fully 
define it. Rather, authoritarian society is the combined 
interweaving of the relationships produced. It is their synthesis, 
not a continued juxtaposition; it is one organism. This is what is 
meant by systemic dipolarity. The myth concerning 
revolutionary potentiality in the lineage of the left is only that. 
A myth.

In social war, which is to say, our discourse, we seek the 
annihilation of hierarchal relationships and the structures 
through which they are maintained. the left is not the dialectic 
opposition (however ineffective) to a more oppressive force, it is 
apart of that force, equally desiring the maintenance of its’ 
power. The destruction of the left will not serve reaction; this is 
a derivative of false opposition. It will manifestly lead to active 
participation of wider strata of the exploited multitude in social 
 war, through greater recognition of shared affectivity.

The extent to which we can recognise this within our own movement will give us an indication of how 
much work there is still to be done.

The activist makes politics dull and sterile and drives people away from it, but playing the role also fucks 
up the activist herself. The role of the activist creates a separation between ends and means: self-sacrifice 
means creating a division between the revolution as love and joy in the future but duty and routine now. 
The worldview of activism is dominated by guilt and duty because the activist is not fighting for herself but 
for a separate cause: "All *causes *are equally *inhuman*."[8]

As an activist you have to deny your own desires because your political activity is defined such that these 
things do not count as 'politics'. You put 'politics' in a separate box to the rest of your life - it's like a job... 
you do 'politics' 9-5 and then go home and do something else. Because it is in this separate box, 'politics' 
exists unhampered by any real-world practical considerations of effectiveness. The activist feels obliged to 
keep plugging away at the same old routine unthinkingly, unable to stop or consider, the main thing being 
that the activist is kept busy and assuages her guilt by banging her head against a brick wall if necessary.

Part of being revolutionary might be knowing when to stop and wait. It might be important to know how 
and when to strike for maximum effectiveness and also how and when NOT to strike. Activists have this 
'We must do something NOW!' attitude that seems fuelled by guilt. This is completely untactical.  The self-
sacrifice of the militant or the activist is mirrored in their power over others as an expert - like a religion 
there is a kind of hierarchy of suffering and self-righteousness. The activist assumes power over others by 
virtue of her greater degree of suffering ('non-hierarchical' activist groups in fact form a 'dictatorship of the 
most committed'). The activist uses moral coercion and guilt to wield power over others less experienced in 
the theology of suffering. Their subordination of themselves goes hand in hand with their subordination of 
others - all enslaved to 'the cause'. Self-sacrificing politicos stunt their own lives and their own will to live - 
this generates a bitterness and an antipathy to life which is then turned outwards to wither everything else. 
They are "great despisers of life... the partisans of absolute self-sacrifice... their lives twisted by their 
monsterous asceticism."[9] We can see this in our own movement, for example on site, in the antagonism 
between the desire to sit around and have a good time versus the guilt-tripping build/fortify/barricade work 
ethic and in the sometimes excessive passion with which 'lunchouts' are denounced. The self-sacrificing 
martyr is offended and outraged when they see others that are not sacrificing themselves. Like when the 
'honest worker' attacks the scrounger or the layabout with such vitriol, we know it is actually because they 
hate their job and the martyrdom they have made of their life and therefore hates to see anyone escape this 
fate, hates to see anyone enjoying themselves while they are suffering - they must drag everyone down into 
the muck with them - an equality of self-sacrifice.

In the old religious cosmology, the successful martyr went to heaven. In the modern worldview, successful 
martyrs can look forward to going down in history. The greatest self-sacrifice, the greatest success in 
creating a role (or even better, in devising a whole new one for people to emulate - e.g. the eco-warrior) 
wins a reward in history - the bourgeois heaven.

The old left was quite open in its call for heroic sacrifice: "Sacrifice yourselves joyfully, brothers and 
sisters! For the Cause, for the Established Order, for the Party, for Unity, for Meat and Potatoes!"[10] But 
these days it is much more veiled: Vaneigem accuses "young leftist radicals" of "enter[ing] the service of a 
Cause - the 'best' of all Causes. The time they have for creative activity they squander on handing out 
leaflets, putting up posters, demonstrating or heckling local politicians. They become militants, fetishising 
action because others are doing their thinking for them."[11]

This resounds with us - particularly the thing about the fetishising of action - in left groups the militants are 
left free to engage in endless busywork because the group leader or guru has the 'theory' down pat, which is 
just accepted and lapped up - the 'party line'. With direct action activists it's slightly different - action is 



In 2004, Pablo Iglesias Turrión, a visiting student at the University of Glasgow in Scotland, gave a speech 
called "The Global Movement". In this, he talked about the Summit Model in it's relation to international 
anti-globalization protests. In the last part of his abstract, he claims: "The anti-summit model of collective 
action, as a challenger in urban space control when the international organizations had meetings, was 
hegemonic until the Governments used a "geographies of terror" strategy in the cities where the 
international organizations should met. The military control and exceptional legality in Genoa, where the 
police killed the young demonstrator Carlo Giuliani, is the best example of this strategy against the Global 
movements and their strategies to dispute the urban space's control."

In the rest of Pablo's speech, he talks much about the use of the black bloc tactics in 1999, 2001, and 
2003, and how basic knowledge of geography aids them. The general conclusion seems to be that though 
there were many options for the Summit Model (which Pablo calls the Anti-Summit Model) to succeed in 
the past, they have become lesser and lesser as time has passed. He blames this mostly on how law 
enforcement agencies learned about the ways that these large mobilizations operate, including conducting 
research on geographical areas ahead of time.

Now, let's focus on the strengths we have discovered from our past victories. In previous direct actions, 
we've learned that our knowledge of terrain, our speed, our resourcefulness, and our ability to work 
undiscovered has kept us safe while taking huge blows at the system. This has also held true in many 
mass mobilizations, especially those in areas we are familiar with but they are not, like when they bring 
10,000 police and military into a city they've never been to. However, they're catching on to these 
strengths, and attempting to counteract them as best as possible. Of course if they notice that we know the 
geography better and are able to run away faster than ever, they're going to research the area ahead of time 
and inform all officers of possible escape routes. Of course if they know we'll make use of public transit, 
parks, and other non-driveable areas, they'll alter their knowledge of these things too, setting up blockades 
and positioning their "troops" there.

Never forget that this is a game of war. We do not need to imply that we are at war with a ruling system, 
because our resistance is already proof of that. And with this, we should realize that those on our side are 
not always the best combatants, not always the strongest or biggest. Our best weapons are not guns and 
chemicals, but our minds, our bodies, and our collective knowledge.

So why do we behave like activists? Simply because it's the easy cowards' option? It is easy to fall into 
playing the activist role because it fits into this society and doesn't challenge it - activism is an accepted 
form of dissent. Even if as activists we are doing things which are not accepted and are illegal, the form of 
activism itself - the way it is like a job - means that it fits in with our psychology and our upbringing. It 
has a certain attraction precisely because it is not revolutionary. We Don't Need Any More Martyrs.

The key to understanding both the role of the militant and the activist is self-sacrifice - the sacrifice of the 
self to 'the cause' which is seen as being separate from the self. This of course has nothing to do with real 
revolutionary activity which is the seizing of the self. Revolutionary martyrdom goes together with the 
identification of some cause separate from one's own life - an action against capitalism which identifies 
capitalism as 'out there' in the City is fundamentally mistaken - the real power of capital is right here in 
our everyday lives - we re-create its power every day because capital is not a thing but a social relation 
between people (and hence classes) mediated by things.

Of course I am not suggesting that everyone who was involved in June 18th shares in the adoption of this 
role and the self-sacrifice that goes with it to an equal extent. As I said above, the problem of activism 
was made particularly apparent by June 18th precisely because it was an attempt to break from these roles 
and our normal ways of operating. Much of what is outlined here is a 'worst case scenario' of what playing 
the role of an activist can lead to. 

If the components of an electric 
grid par excellence survive the compromising of one node, 
the gird is not strengthened; it is all the more easily destroyed.

The division of labor and its requisite alienation is a logical 
extension of “capitalist advancement”. Hierarchical structures 
are well understood in their rigidity. It naturally follows the 
maintenance of domination is structured similarly; we 
conceptualize the left as specializing in this form, a product of 
the division of domination. A marketer is not removed from the 
activities of an accountant. Neither is the left removed from the 
daily reproduction of misery, or the more obvious (fantastic) 
casualties of capitalism (an neither are we). The dipolar 
functioning totality is all the more evident in the state of 
exception. Despite its “enlightened presuppositions”, the left is 
amenable to this state, as a product of shared interests, like
ones stomach shares interests with ones brain. Iraq, Afghanistan, 
Pakistan, the suspension of normalcy lacks hesitation and 
opposition. Even in their saner incarnations, pleas or movements 
towards more “rational exploitation” make no difference. 
Guantanamo closes to see Bagrham and CMU’s open, calculated 
silence as Gaza is destroyed, the National Guard crushing 
Oakland, St. Paul. As if the maintenance of the everyday rule of 
law was ever acceptable, a more democratic capitalism any less 
horrifying.

Generally speaking, a system is best attacked at its weakest 
points. This has informed our strategy throughout recent 
memory. The territorialization of the planet by capital has left 
countless targets vulnerable. The state has operated on similar 
principles, for example, the exploitation of class, race, gender, 
sexual tensions etc. that have remained unresolved
within different communities. The vast resources at their 
disposal have aided counter-insurgency efforts to a considerable 
degree:  heightened repression, redefinition of laws, the 
malignancy of the panopticon, the state of exception etc. 
However, the same targets remain exposed and continually be 
attacked, transforming ourselves, actualizing potentialities in the 
process. Likewise, we continue to play and experiment, 
developing new forms of attack.

To reverse the flows of power is to strengthen an autonomous 
force, to redefine what is realistic, make possible the 
unrealistic. Since the end of feudalism, energy, strength, and 
power has been drained from revolutionaries into the parasitic 
left. It is high time we reappropriate what is ours. Countless 
schemes exist for doing so. University coiffers can sustain 
financial necessities, reducing the efficacy of repression. 
Gayborhood bourgeois regulars are practically begging twenty-
something-faggots to take their money, in the name of the HRC, 
Join The Impact, whatever. The proliferation of squatting 
projects respondent to home foreclosures has been a promising 



development. The blatant defiance of capitalist law and logic 
trends towards a desired shift in public consciousness, and 
greater affective solidarity. The reterritorialization of living 
space moves us ever closer towards the proliferation of 
Exarchia. From appropriation, we continue onward with the 
unapologetic destruction and sabotage of leftist efforts, to an 
ever increasing deepening/ widening of social war facilitated 
by more favorable conditions and thus increased capacity.

New forms of conflict are the progeny of experimentation. 
There is wide contempt for marches and rallies among 
anarchists. This manifests itself as “radical presences” at 
marches and rallies, the reproduction of passivity and 
permissibility, a lack of affective struggle. Instead, new forms 
must be generated, while past successes are continually 
expanded upon and generalized. APOC blocks an anti-war 
march. What if property damage shortly followed, or 
confrontations with the police? With hundreds milling around, 
and other affinity groups in place, such a tense situation could 
become riot.  

Open forms of conflict with the left must be pursued. Nazis, 
minutemen, and other right wing extremists are constantly 
disrupted. Yet those who would recuperate our efforts within 
the state framework or perpetuate new (old) tyrannies in the 
name of communism are still considered by some as comrades. 

An end of the left provides for a redefinition of the tension 
between reality and what is possible, the given form and 
content of our direction. Danger still exists for this paradigm to 
become the tension between reality and apathy. Is this risk 
worse than that of perpetual recuperation? What can we do to 
mitigate this possibility? We believe its negation lies in the act 
of destruction. A material force capable of dismantling the left 
will necessarily contain within it paradigm shifting capacity. 
The genesis of such a force is an autonomous multiplicity, a 
precedent to the annihilation of the totality. 

Let us give it form and content.

a

The tension between the form of 'activism' in which our political activity appears and its increasingly 
radical content has only been growing over the last few years. The background of a lot of the people 
involved in June 18th is of being 'activists' who 'campaign' on an 'issue'. The political progress that has 
been made in the activist scene over the last few years has resulted in a situation where many people have 
moved beyond single issue campaigns against specific companies or developments to a rather ill-defined 
yet nonetheless promising anti-capitalist perspective. Yet although the content of the campaigning activity 
has altered, the form of activism has not. So instead of taking on Monsanto and going to their headquarters 
and occupying it, we have now seen beyond the single facet of capital represented by Monsanto and so 
develop a 'campaign' against capitalism. And where better to go and occupy than what is perceived as 
being the headquarters of capitalism - the City?

Our methods of operating are still the same as if we were taking on a specific corporation or development, 
despite the fact that capitalism is not at all the same sort of thing and the ways in which one might bring 
down a particular company are not at all the same as the ways in which you might bring down capitalism. 
For example, vigorous campaigning by animal rights activists has succeeded in wrecking both Consort 
dog breeders and Hillgrove Farm cat breeders. The businesses were ruined and went into receivership. 
Similarly the campaign waged against arch-vivisectionists Huntingdon Life Sciences succeeded in 
reducing their share price by 33%, but the company just about managed to survive by running a desperate 
PR campaign in the City to pick up prices.[2] Activism can very successfully accomplish bringing down a 
business, yet to bring down capitalism a lot more will be required than to simply extend this sort of 
activity to every business in every sector. Similarly with the targetting of butcher's shops by animal rights 
activists, the net result is probably only to aid the supermarkets in closing down all the small butcher's 
shops, thus assisting the process of
competition and the 'natural selection' of the marketplace. Thus activists often succeed in destroying one 
small business while strengthening capital overall.

A similar thing applies with anti-roads activism. Wide-scale anti-roads protests have created opportunities 
for a whole new sector of capitalism - security, surveillance, tunnellers, climbers, experts and consultants. 
We are now one 'market risk' among others to be taken into account when bidding for a roads contract. We 
may have actually assisted the rule of market forces, by forcing out the companies that are weakest and 
least able to cope. Protest-bashing consultant Amanda Webster says: "The advent of the protest movement 
will actually provide market advantages to those contractors who can handle it effectively."[3] Again 
activism can bring down a business or stop a road but capitalism carries merrily on, if anything stronger 
than before.

These things are surely an indication, if one were needed, that tackling capitalism will require not only a 
quantitative change (more actions, more activists) but a qualitative one (we need to discover some more 
effective form of operating). It seems we have very little idea of what it might actually require to bring 
down capitalism. As if all it needed was some sort of critical mass of activists occupying offices to be 
reached and then we'd have a revolution...

The form of activism has been preserved even while the content of this activity has moved beyond the 
form that contains it. We still think in terms of being 'activists' doing a 'campaign' on an 'issue', and 
because we are 'direct action' activists we will go and 'do an action' against our target.  The method of 
campaigning against specific developments or single companies has been carried over into this new thing 
of taking on capitalism. We're attempting to take on capitalism and conceptualising what we're doing in 
completely inappropriate terms, utilising a method of operating appropriate to liberal reformism. So we 
have the bizarre spectacle of 'doing an action' against capitalism - an utterly inadequate practice. 

Roles



Give
Up
Activism

By 'an activist mentality' what I mean is that people think of themselves primarily as activists and as 
belonging to some wider community of activists. The activist identifies with what they do and thinks of it 
as their role in life, like a job or career. In the same way some people will identify with their job as a 
doctor or a teacher, and instead of it being something they just happen to be doing, it becomes an 
essential part of their self-image.

The activist is a specialist or an expert in social change. To think of yourself as being an activist means to 
think of yourself as being somehow privileged or more advanced than others in your appreciation of the 
need for social change, in the knowledge of how to achieve it and as leading or being in the forefront of 
the practical struggle to create this change.

Activism, like all expert roles, has its basis in the division of labour - it is a specialised separate task. The 
division of labour is the foundation of class society, the fundamental division being that between mental 
and manual labour. The division of labour operates, for example, in medicine or education - instead of 
healing and bringing up kids being common knowledge and tasks that everyone has a hand in, this 
knowledge becomes the specialised property of doctors and teachers - experts that we must rely on to do 
these things for us. Experts jealously guard and mystify the skills they have. This keeps people separated 
and disempowered and reinforces hierarchical class society.

A division of labour implies that one person takes on a role on behalf of many others who relinquish this 
responsibility. A separation of tasks means that other people will grow your food and make your clothes 
and supply your electricity while you get on with achieving social change. The activist, being an expert in 
social change, assumes that other people aren't doing anything to change their lives and so feels a duty or 
a responsibility to do it on their behalf. Activists think they are compensating for the lack of activity by 
others. Defining ourselves as activists means defining *our *actions as the ones which will bring about 
social change, thus disregarding the activity of thousands upon thousands of other non-activists. Activism 
is based on this misconception that it is only activists who do social change - whereas of course class 
struggle is happening all the time. 

Form and Content

M y partner bled on me as I fucked zie on the park bench, 
where you sit. The back of mega busses and greyhounds throughout 
the county harbors the sweet secrets and salty sweat of my body as I 
am brought to multiple orgasms slowly building each one to 
something more something harder, faster, hotter, more dangerous. 
There is no where to go undefiled by us. No locked bathroom door in 
gated community parks untouched, You can not buy off the electricity 
produced when I occupy your condo to have an orgy while you 
vacation. Are you sure you left that condom under your bed? 

There is nothing like your hand burrowed deep inside my cunt. 
Now where was it, the public library, or the street corner with the light 
on? I really can't remember. Even better is the old world's face as they 
try to comprehend why, they don't have what we have. Why being 
taught lies about love being between only a man and a woman, and 
only one man, one woman  Behind one door in one bedroom with one 
large closet.  Taught only of one choice, one person. To dream a 
dream of only one fantasy once and for all. Frustration and envy are 
why you called the cops but to us thats just an oppourtunity to act on a 
fantasy, another fetish waiting to challenge our reppression. Running 
from the cops slowing down every so often just so they think they will 
catch us.  The closer the hotter, the hotter the wetter. Our crotches 
become the morning grass slowly condensating dew down its legs to 
moisten the earth.  We turn a corner,  get in a dumpster, beat the heat, 
and fuck like the end was in sight. We are not commiting acts of 
sexual freedom,  we are sexuality freed.  We are not just occupying 
space we are realizing it's potential, in moments of ectasy. In the bus, 
streets, police stations, and your minds.  Each act is a key with 
"temptation" engraved in its head, pick it up, it's for you.

Sweaty

We're Getting



Housing is a basic right for 
everybody. Houses should not be empty while 
there are people without homes to live in. People are 
Living without electricity, hot water, and food in order to 
pay huge rents that "the market" demands , much to the 
delight of unscrupulous poperty owners and estate agents.
Tenacy with a signed lease doesn't actually provide much 
more security than squatting, they are there to protect the 
property owners, NOT the tenants necessarily. 
Landowners arbitrarily raise rents and many a tenant 
knows the possibility of maintenance and repairs from 
most landowners and estate agents. Real Estate agents 
discriminate against single parents, young, old, low-
income earnsers and anyone who isn't pretty well capable 
of actually buying a house.
Chances of finding acceptable and affordable housing on 
the private market is nearly impossible, the waiting list 
on public housing lists are years long and government 
support for public housing is virtually nothing. People 
already occupy run down dilapidates houses due to 
having nowhere else to go...
Squatters have very little legal recognition and the only 
way squatters can generally keep their houses is to help 
each other and be organized and seek support. Such 
support is essential to organize repairs and to resist 
harassment and evictions by landowners immediately. It 
is important not to be intimidated or bluffed into leaving 
your home before you have fought to stay there.
Reprinted fom The Squatters H andbook which can be 
found at your local  infoshops or at zinelibrary.info in te 
housing section.


